


j>ear Jonty (tuid Jissi), lt/13/63 

friiiay evening George Mmkte.- phoned us to aok for somethin lie knew I had and 
'the Post had not wanted to use when ~ offered it. Apparently Joan Davison has taken, 
is ne with Ills accurate quotation of the commissioned officer who ms in charge of 
the work Oswald did in KiiCS .after Oswald was back in the U-S. Donovan testified 
(as it happens, if 1 recall correctly, on a page ^avigon quotes) that Oswald had at 
least a secret security clearance then , She wrote her letter for publication and I 
believe she will be sorry* 

I told you about t-o former Oswald ^'Winc associate who phoned me in 1966 to 
tell me flings about Oswald, including that ho had crypto clesrancs and that this 
required fop Secret clearance. When uvexytliiag else this man told no checked out, 
and I spent sons tine checking it out, including in Haw Orleans, and because it 
nude sense when the llarines had to cliange all their codes after the "defection," 

I tried to think of how I could obtain official confirmation. I YkVr > it, I've 
given it to u sorgo„ and I report it to you, with copies if you’d like, only not for 
.any public use3 or to others until after 1l/22. 



While Hankin' s letter is not at that point (and I have it if either of you wants 
it) the response of the Marines when he was trying toraestablish that Oswald had no 
security clearance is OB' 1961. It reports no security clearance other than in 
Oswald’s initial radar training, at Jacksonville, but it does acknowledge that men 
were qualified for higher clearances when their work required it. Which is what 
Donovan testified. It makes essentially jneaisingloas references to Oswald's assignments 
outside of Ataugi, sorottee© ref erring to then as merely "maneuvers." 



Two of the Marines whose words meant do such to Davison (end.scfietiiaes Apstein 
et ai) convinced" the Commission that Oswald killed liio colleague fe,rtin Schrantl. ihss 
Commission asked the i ' l arines, which assured it that he had not by providing the 
Schracd inquest. I did not find it in Commission records ‘but 1 did get it under 
JOIA. It is quite explicit in stating that they worked in the "crypto wan." In 
order to work in, even get into, the crypto van, Oswald, oohrand and the others 
all required crypto clearance and what it in turn required. It is that simple. 

Tl» official inquiry, which I would have tiiought Epstein and/or those helping 
Me would have sought and obtained, also reflects the fact (missing in till other 
marine records of which I knew) that Oswald’s outfit had just returned, from i<«s 
part in Operation Strongback. And when they returned, their crypto van was ramoveu^ 
from the carrier end deposited on the shore near where it was berthed at Cubi porno, 
which, perhaps by remarkable coincidoncc only, was also a major CX& station. 



Locking at tills another way, it appears that u swald never had any overseas _ 
assignment that was not related to the CIA. And he never once mentioned it in his 
copious notes. Nor is he aver quoted as having mentioned it, ever* 



was sitting and listening to 



His morning, an every weekend early morning, .. . , , 

the WAMlf jazs program on that wonderful Soundsbout, which always mates »•* thin*£ Os. 
you (it was Auk Hohnson, if you know New Orleans jazz, the early end one cf tne^ 
great trumpeters) 4 andl ray mind wandered and I did think or you. inua also 'Xuu 

•ve heard, nothing from you for so long because you do not iik» wha« 

O 



o x 

I decicd thr. 



I've been saying or have a else deadline or both. and then I realised, whether or not 
you do or oven, intended it, that in this chapter, the last you've -sent raa, for the 
first ti io you abandon n middle position while making an artificial effort to preserve 
it. In turn tills led me to the conjecture that the rest of tno book will be of 
different character than the first, ind tint, of course, is entirely y our affair, 
as it is if you writ no help fret: m© on it. 



If I era correct in this you uro going 
Davison and the push behind her sycophancy. 



to have additional problems now, thanks 
for example, Lardner will be more ohm 



to 




merely amirs of the actuality of Oswald’s clearance. So will many others be because 
Davison so foolishly forced the issue. 



hater, is but o no of nsrsy illustrations, -rile I doubt most reviewers will 

be as perceptive as Eurdner, those who liavo access to his review willnbe at least 
alerted. Then there will to tor appearances and what she’ll do if she has informed 
questioning or an adversary. Or if letta-s arc written after reviews aro road, with 
or without influence. In general, I think, the laers Norton promotes the more there 
con to informed reaction. 



3 he has two visible problems. One is her political beliefs, which are probably 
hidden to most and the other is her preconceptions, which are lass hidden. I know of 
no .good book that has survived those liabilities* X yean on this subject, 

■“n combination, these have made her dishonest and that is a fact regnrtloss of 
the sucess or failure of tor book. 



another who has bean asked m write a f&viett has phoned t ?&, I asked about tto 
uwual biographical data that accompanied the review copy. There was none. There was 
but a single sentence about tor. Jt described her as a free-lance writer. That is 
less tijan she says in the book. J-t also is quite exceptional, especially because there 
is ao reason to suspect that she lias two toads. So, as I wonder why she and the 
publisher are so reticent, X wonder also about the remarkable coincidence of tor 



having the- name Davison and teaching in Georgia when there is the Pestikovaky case 
Davison, in OswalcLts notebook, who also was from Georgia and one presumes returned 
there when to had to leave ffcaeow over the Penkovaky case. Alesxd’a wife, at least 
then, was nameu C-slire. had a brother Deter, who took Bussian speacial training 
at Columbia. (I dib not find ny copies of those FBI reports but I have soar, reeolloc 
of them particularly beesit:« they looked into Peter*) There is a reference to a 
Thomas that may be an error. And, of course, it is possible that she is not related 



tion 



to any. I have 
on her, Norton 
that aeooKpcnii 



no idea whstto-r she could bo a sister. X had someone ask for the data 
reported than said that it would be made available with the usual kit 
sj printed review copies. I know of none and tto one who called m had 



the book, not bound proofs. • 



Best wishes. 




